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ADC AERIAL GUNNING PLANS GO BELLY UP 



It started with an overheard plan to go aerial gun- 
ning for coyotes in the San Juan National Forest in 
southern Colorado. The local Audubon chapter 
became irate over plans that included gunning in 
wilderness as a "preventive" measure to wipe out coy- 
otes in the area before sheep were moved in to graze. 
Such preventive measures also included 
"mechanical denning", killing pups in 
their dens using various non-chemical 
methods that could be allowed in 
wilderness, such as digging them out 
and bashing in their skulls. Soon it was 
discovered that this scenario was planned for 
the whole western front of the Rockies. No big deal! 
This is standard procedure for ADC trappers. 

But even Forest Service officials weren't happy with 
the plans. In a recent forest planning review, they had 
authorized ADC to only use lethal control on "offend- 
ing animals" and stressed that nonlethal measures 
should be used whenever feasible. Preventive actions 
do not fall into this management directive. Most com- 
menters on the forest planning effort for predator con- 
trol objected to "preventive" killing. Yet ADC's aerial 
gunning and denning are done annually in virtually 
every western state. 

In 1993, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
was signed at the Washington DC level which passed 
the Forest Service's authority to carry out specific steps 
for public involvement in decision-making on public 
lands over to ADC. The Forest Service (FS) was to 
become simply a cooperating agency. ADC then had to 
learn how to involve the public in decision making 
according to NEPA — National Environmental Policy 
Act. They had to train their employees to do 
Environmental Assessments, respond to the public and 
media, and respond to lawsuits. They chose to cut out 
an internal appeals process, like the Forest Service has, 
which subsequently forces the discerning public to go 



to the courts with their complaints. Although these 
agreements are on shaky legal grounds (the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) followed suit and signed a 
similar agreement in 1995), they have never been chal- 
lenged by a legal entity. Both FS and BLM planning 
documents (done with public involvement) are now 
inconsistent with the direction in their current MOUs. 

To top it off, last year in Colorado the state leg- 
islature removed predator control from the 
traditional management of the state 

Division of Wildlife and handed it 
over to the state's agriculture 
department. Now the two 
ag-centered agencies, state 
and federal, can work togeth- 
er unhindered on their preda- 
tor-killing agenda. These are 
the kinds of legislative tactics that if 
successful in one state, are often adopted in other west- 
em states. 

For now, the gunning has come to a halt in southern 
Colorado, thanks to local pressure. WDR is working to 
find the "achilles heel" of this destructive program. 
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FROM THE OFFICE 



Hello loyal membership. We have some exciting things to report to you. 
First, there is the addition to Wildlife Damage Review. Pat Wolff, who has 
lived in Santa Fe for the last ten years, moved to Tucson at the beginning 
of the year to put her research, writing, and other skills to work for WDR. 
She has been probing ADC as long as we have. Many of you will recognize 
her namc.she is the author of "Waste, Fraud and Abuse in the US Animal 
Damage Control Program," the first of several special reports commissioned 
and published by WDR. She also was responsible for exposing ADC's pen- 
chant for subsidizing rich ranchers by uncovering ABC's Sam Donaldson's 
and Congressman Joe Skeen's habitual use of ADC on their New Mexico 
holdings. We're working on more such projects. 

Second, beginning on the first of June, Pat will be taking the WDR slide 
show on tour kicking off the "Stop the War on Wildlife Roadshow." For 
two and a half months, Pat will be presenting the ADC story to gatherings 
and organizations from New Mexico and Colorado, northwest to Oregon 
and Washington, then east to Michigan, returning to Tucson in late sum- 
mer. Thank you to all the individuals and foundation help that made this 
possible. 

Third, we're excited to announce the upcoming first-ever ADC activist 
conference which will be held m Tucson — actually at Biosphere 2, located 
about thirty minutes north of Tucson, and an hour and a half south of 
Phoenix. Please put it on your calendar. There will be a getting-to-know- 
you on Friday evening, Sept. 25; the actual conference will take place all 
day Saturday and Sunday morning, the 26th & 27th. 

Registration is $40 which will cover all meals, but not lodging. There are 
17 nice two-person rooms available at the Biosphere ($50 per room per 
night) on a reservation basis through WDR. Those who know they can 
attend should contact Nancy Zierenberg at the WDR office to reserve a 
spot. There will also be camping available nearby. We will be mailing out 
complete information packets about the conference in July. Contact us if 
you'd like to receive one. 

We will be presenting aspects of the ADC program that have not been 
covered in our newsletters, as well as spending time to talk about individual 
campaigns, experiences, tactics, and forming regional support groups for 
networking on issues related to ADC and wildlife management. Come pre- 
pared for some intense information exchange, but also for a fun weekend. 
Pre-registration is a must. Full details of the conference will be published in 
the August issue of the Review. >.>/ J 
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Egret Kills Show Bad Side of Human Nature 



A recommendation from ADC prompted the U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) to issue a permit for 
Bethany, Oklahoma city officials to kill up to 500 
Cattle Egrets in a rookery on the outskirts of town. 
The permit also allowed up to 500 eggs of all species 
and up to 500 nests destroyed after the breeding season 
was over— in effect, destroying the 47 -year-old rookery. 

The permit stated that the eggs and nests could be 
destroyed if the Cattle Egrets posed a public health 
threat from disease. The state epidemiologist was con- 
sulted and subsequently stated that there was no health 
threat that he knew of from such a rookery (the birds 
are not concentrated enough to pose a significant 
health risk). But such permits are often issued under 
the guise of a "threat to human health and safety." 

The shooting was halted a couple of days after it 
began by the local Audubon chapter, the Cleveland 
Audubon Society of Oklahoma. It seems that some 
local residents decided to join the shooting spree, in 
violation of the permit; the shooters apparently 
wounding more birds than they killed. The wounded 
and dying were littering the neighborhood causing 
most residents to recoil in horror. Local wildlife reha- 
bilitators were kept busy trying to repair some of the 
wounded. 

Then Audubon members identified the rookery as 
containing not Cattle Egrets, but the larger Great 
Egrets. The illicit killing had violated the permit by 
targeting the wrong species. No officials, ADC or 
FWS, bothered to do an on-site investigation before 
issuing the permit. 

The rookery was located on acreage belonging to 
Gilbert Carlson in the town of Bethany, a suburb of 
Oklahoma City. It was discovered in 1951 and is 
apparently still surrounded by timbered acreage, so 
what inspired this recent attack? Smell, especially at 
the height of summer, can definitely be a problem. 
There seems to be at least a temporary solution for this 
one. By cutting down some of the trees that are adja- 
cent to houses, it will force the birds to nest farther 
away. If the buffer area is maintained and is not devel- 
oped, it should keep the rookery contained in the 
forested area. 



Incidents of abuse and violation of the permit sys- 
tem that allows legal killing of migratory birds happen 
quite frequently. Three years ago, WDR did a Freedom 
of Information Act (FOIA) request for permits in all 
regions of the country in order to give us an overview 
of how the permit system was working. What we dis- 
covered was that it wasn't! None of the information 
had ever been computerized, reports due on permit use 
were not turned in, and permits were reissued to the 
same parties, year after year, regardless of whether they 
followed the permit regulations. 

A similar FOIA done by National Audubon two 
years ago also confirmed this. The whole system is cor- 
rupt and needs to have serious oversight put in place 
which has the bird's welfare and health as the bottom 
line. It's not happening now. 

What can we do? We can all write or call the 
National Audubon Society asking that organization to 
prioritize this issue by taking the U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service (FWS) to court for abdicating their responsi- 
bility to protect migratory birds to ADC. Write a letter 
as well to FWS to voice your feelings, then send copies 
to your Senators and Congressional representative. We 
must apply tremendous pressure to force a change in 
this management direction. 

John Flicker, President 
National Audubon Society 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003-9501 
(212) 979-3000, jflicker@audubon.org 

Paul Schmidt, Chief of Migratory Bird Management 
Dep't of Interior, US Fish & Wildlife Service 
4401 N. Fairfax Dr. 
Arlington, VA 22203 
(703) 358-1714, fax 358-2217 





Qreat Egrets, Cattle Egret; from National Qeographic Society's 
Fieldguide to the Birds of North America 
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MANY REASONS TO BOYCOTT THE BEEF INDUSTRY 

(and maybe a few other things....) 



#1 BOVINE GROWTH HORMONE 

As reported in our last newsletter, Ben & Jerry's 
pursued and won a lawsuit to be able to label their 
ice cream as rBGH-free (Bovine Growth 
Hormone). Monsanto, the corporation who pro- 
duces this synthetic hormone which stimulates 
cows to produce more milk, has apparently pres- 
sured the dairy industry and others into actively 
discouraging criticism of their product. Dairy farm- 
ers inject their cows with the hormone every two 
weeks to increase milk production, but it is a fact 
that these cows suffer a higher rate of mastitis, a 
painful udder infection which then causes produc- 
ers to use antibiotics that are passed on to human 
milk drinkers. 

In February 1997, Fox TV was set to air an 
investigative piece on links between the use of 
rBGH in Florida milk and human cancer when the 
station's executives received two letters from 
Monsanto 's attorneys saying that Monsanto would 
suffer "enormous damage" if the series ran. The sec- 
ond letter warned of "dire consequences" for Fox if 
the series aired as scheduled. Fox attorneys then 
tried to water down the series, offering to pay off 
the two award-winning reporters, Steve Wilson and 
Jane Akre, who had spent the last year putting it 
together. The reporters didn't bite, so they were 
fired, and the series was cancelled. 

The two reporters filed a lawsuit against the 
Florida station charging that it violated its license 
by demanding that the report include known false- 
hoods in the investigative series. Many of the legal 
documents in the suit have been posted on the 
web — www.foxbghsuit.com — including Monsanto's 
threatening letters. 

What should we do? Every time you go to the 
grocery store, ask your manager to investigate carry- 
ing only certified rBGH-free dairy products. If 
enough people keep asking, it will force the indus- 
try to dump Monsanto's synthetic health risk! 

#2 MAD COW RELATIVES SHOW UP 
IN CO AND WY 

A disease called "Chronic Wasting Disease" has 
been found in deer in three Wyoming counties, and 



in Colorado near the common border of both states. 
Warnings have been issued to hunters to avoid brain and 
spinal cord tissue, as that seems to be where the organism 
causing the disease concentrates. This is a relative of "Mad 
Cow Disease" as is "Scrapie" in bighorn sheep and 
"Cruzfeldt Jacobs Disease" in humans. 

#3 VEGGIE LIBEL SUITS & FOOD 
DISPARAGEMENT LAWS 

Oprah Winfrey and Howard Lyman's recent win in a 
courtroom fighting the Texas Ag contingent was an impor- 
tant victory for all Amencans, but it's not over yet. Oprah 
is now being sued by those Texas aggies in a state court for 
"slandering beef by saying she's done eating burgers after 
Lyman's guest appearance on her show talking about a sub- 
ject he is very familiar with, the beef industry. 

Twelve states have what is known as "food disparage- 
ment laws" which generally do not allow free speech about 
food if it contains a hint that such food may be unhealthy 
or tainted. Those states are: Alabama. Arizona, Colorado, 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, and Texas. 

Two other such cases are also pending in the courts. East 
Texas Emu growers have filed a claim against Honda for 
running an ad where Joe, the driver who is looking for 
work, stops at an emu ranch called "Fowl Technology." The 
owner of the ranch tells Joe that emus are the pork of the 
future! The emu growers apparently decided that the tone 
of the ad was making fun of the industry and sued claiming 
lost revenue because of it. 

The other suit involves an Ohio egg producer, Buckeye 
Egg Farm, who is suing the Ohio Public Interest Research 
Group for saying that Buckeye repackaged outdated eggs 
and sold them again as fresh (they apparently had an eye 
witness). Buckeye was especially angry as the allegations 
were made public at Easter time (1997). 



Due to the spate of E. Coli contamination in meat lately, 
Congress passed legislation last December to allow red 
meats to be irradiated. Pork and poultry, as well as some 
fresh produce and spices, have been OKed for years. Due to 
voiced consumer concerns, the process has not been widely 
used on chicken. 

According to information taken from an AP news piece, 



#3 



#4 CONGRESS OKs IRRADIATION OF BEEF 
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a typical chest x-ray dosage is about 20 millirads. The 
radiation dosage levels for food set by the FDA (food 
and drug administration) are millions of times this 
amount; for meats, anywhere from 300,000 to 700,000 
rads (one rad equals 1,000 millirads); for fresh fruits 
and veggies, 100,000 rads; and for spices, 3 million 
rads. Supposedly nutrition is not altered, it doesn't 
affect taste, and it kills most bacteria. Is it safe? FDA 
obviously says yes. Our President Clinton signed legis- 
lation that reduced the irradiation warning labels 
required on food packaging. 

The Spring 1998 Affinity newsletter out of Ohio 
reports that irradiation forms new chemicals in food 
called "radiolytic products," some of which are known 
to be cancer-causing. We also have to remember that 
the irradiation process kills the friendly bacteria, some 
of which fight disease and others produce odors that 
alert us to spoiled food. The irradiation agents are 
cobalt 60 and cesium 137, nuclear poisons. We don't 
know what to do with our nuclear waste as it is. 
Soylent green may not be so far off the mark! 

For information contact 1 (800) EAT-SAFE. 

#5 THE ALL NEW "ORGANIC ACT" 

In 1990 with considerable prodding from the organ- 
ic industry, Congress passed the 
Organic Foods Production Act to 
establish a set of standards that 
define "organic" foods. It also 
established the National 
Organic Standards Board 
(NOSB) to recommend to 
USDA the materials and 
practices that should be 
considered "organic" 
under this law. This 
board is made up of 
organic producers, certi- 
fiers, processors, and represen- 
tatives from environmental organi 
zations. 




by K. Roush-Lewis 



This is all about to change unless we can apply 
tremendous pressure to nullify the USDA's sinister 
plans designed to keep Americans in the dark about 
what we are eating. The latest push to change labeling 
standards for organic foods so that the word "organic" 
will have to be redefined was proposed last December. 
Against the recommendations of the NOSB, organical- 
ly produced food could be grown using toxic sludge, 
harmful chemicals, genetic engineering, and ionizing 
radiation. 



The NOSB recommended that animals grown for 
food have access to the outdoors, prohibited the refeed- 
ing of animal parts and manures (currently done in 
livestock and poultry production), severely limited the 
use of antibiotics, and required organic feed. USDA has 
proposed allowing up to 20% non-organic feed, con- 
finement operations, and the liberal use of antibiotics 
(needed in factory farming due to stressful, crowded 
conditions). Small-scale farmers and processors would 
be discriminated against due to the proposed fee struc- 
ture. As a matter of fact, this is. happening already. 
Small farmers are forced out of business because they 
can't compete with corporate operations or won't suc- 
cumb to their growing practices. 

What to do? Turn out those letters. Write your com- 
ments to: 

Our President, Mr. Bill 

The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 
fax (202) 456-2883 or president@whitehouse.gov 

Eileen Stommes, Deputy Admin. 
USDA, AMS, Rm. 4007-S 
Ag. Stop 0275 
POB 96456 
Washington, DC 20090-6456 

On every letter, put a cc: to your Congress person and 
Senators. They need to hear from you loud and clear. 

#6 YELLOWSTONE BISON KILLING 
CONTINUES 

Although cattle and bison have co-mingled for 
forty years in Grand Teton National Park (yes, there 
are several National Parks where cattle are allowed to 
be grazed), bison have never transmitted brucellosis to 
cattle, even though a greater percentage of the bison 
test positive for the disease than those in Yellowstone. 

No bison deaths have ever been documented from 
Brucellosis and they have lived with this cattle-intro- 
duced disease for 80 years. So why are bison being 
killed because of it outside of Yellowstone National 
Park's boundaries? Politics, pure and simple. The cattle 
industry sees bison as competition with cattle for forage 
and believes that bison ought to be managed (ie. 
fenced in, artificially inseminated and herded to the 
slaughter house like cattle are). Bison, along with the 
prairie dog, used to be a symbol of a healthy, function- 
ing prairie ecosystem. Prejudice, fear and hate were the 
reasons for their virtual elimination. These are still 
alive and working to tame all that is wild and free. 
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GROUNDING ADC'S AERIAL GUNNERS 

Recent aircraft accidents involving ADC personnel, 
four in the last 18 months, has prompted the Federal 
Aviation Authority (FAA) to do an investigation into 
the events leading to the four resulting deaths. WDR 
provided background assistance for a formal complaint 
filed on March 25 by the Humane Society of the U.S. 
asking that the FAA institute a "cease and desist" order 
for ADC's aerial gunning program until a thorough 
investigation into ADC violations of FAA regulations 
concerning their aerial gunning program takes place. 

ADC has been caught flying low over property 
where they have no permission to operate while gun- 
ning coyotes, has not warned neighbors in the area 
where gunning is taking place, and is not getting prop- 
er waivers for their aerial hunting program. 

The recent spate of flying accidents only highlights 
our complaints. Apparently, ADC claims that the FAA 
has no authority over their gunning program, and has 
even flown in military zones without getting proper 
clearance. One incident could have been fatal as 
ADC's small plane came dangerously close to a pair of 
A-10 Warthog fighter jets during military exercises. 
The jet pilots were close enough to read the numbers 
on ADC's plane in order to report them. 

In California, ADC's aerial hunting program was 
shut down in Sierra County by a unanimous County 
Board of Supervisors decision. ADC was aerial gunning 
at night and the County received numerous complaint 
calls. 



In Feb. 1997, ADC flew over 
private ranch property in New 
Mexico firing in hot pursuit of 
a coyote. 




by Colin Peacock 



When the property owners complained to the nearby 
ground crew, they were told that the ADC was doing 
them a favor. A local newspaper article that glorified 
the rancher who hired ADC, Jupe Means, quoted him 
calling his complaining neighbors "extremists". A fol- 
lowing quote indicated (as we often try to point out) 
that Means does not depend on his ranch for his liveli- 
hood, but on stock investments. "If we had to depend 
on this ranch to survive, we (sic) be damn short of 
money." 

BABBITT RANCH HOSTS ADC GUNNERS 

Under the guise of protecting Pronghorn Antelope 
fawns, the Arizona Game & Fish Department hired the 
ADC to aerial gun coyotes in game units 7 and 5B, 
roughly the area west of Wupatki National Monument 
north of Flagstaff and the area SE of the city. That 
encompasses some of the Babbitt family's private and 
state leased land. The public notification of this was 
published in the Arizona Daily Star the day after the 
gunning was finished on April 29. 

Before 1890, the Pronghorn was Arizona's most 
common game animal. Recent Game & Fish estimates 
of the state's population is somewhere between 7,000 
and 10,000 animals, but very little is known about the 
individual herds. Most Arizona pronghorn studies have 
been focused on the few herds in Game Management 
Unitl9A and Unit 21, north and east of the Prescott 
area. The number of hunting permits for Pronghorn 
sold yearly numbers close to 1,100. 

We know that coyotes eat Pronghorn fawns. They 
evolved with them and are supposed to predate on 
them. What we don't seem to understand is that if we 
want healthy Pronghorn herds, we have to address 
habitat needs. 

Pronghorn fawns are born scentless, so if there is suf- 
ficient cover to hide them, coyote predation will gener- 
ally not present a problem. But most of the public and 
private land where the Pronghorn now exist is utilized 
for grazing cattle, which generally means that ground 
cover is at a minimum. It also means that fences 
criss-cross the whole area making it very difficult for, 
Pronghorn to escape predation and migrate to bet- 
ter feeding and fawning areas. They do not generalU 
go over fences as deer do, but try to go 
under instead. When the bottom strand of wire is 
barbed and close to ground level, it prohibits 
Pronghorn movement. 
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WDR is challenging Game & Fish to biologically validate their annual 
aerial gunning for coyotes, seemingly done in haphazard fashion in differ- 
ent places every year. In a Game & Fish background sheet on pronghorn 
done in 1991, they acknowledge that their inability to address direct habi- 
tat needs (as they do not have management control over the land) may 
mean "going to court to try and get the responsible managing party to 
practice environmentally sound land management techniques." 



Hart Mountain National Antelope Refuge 

GOES GUNNING FOR COYOTES 




Just over two years ago, U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) 
managers at the 275,000 acre Hart 
Mountain National Antelope 
Refuge in SE Oregon were plan- 
ning to aerial gun coyotes to 
increase fawn survival. Due to a 
groundswell of public outrage, that 
plan was cancelled. Instead, FWS 
called for a two-year study of the 
Pronghorn population inhabiting 
the refuge. 

Although the study documented 
some interesting things, only by 
looking at the long-term, overall 
picture do we discover significant 
trends. The refuge booted domestic 
grazers in 1990. That year marked 
the high in many decades for 
Pronghorn numbers using the 
refuge (approximately 7,000). The 
numbers have fallen since then, 
however they are still at an histori- 
cally high number, and the herd is 



healthy and stable. Conversely, due 
to a number of dry years, the rodent 
populations have fallen, and there- 
fore coyote numbers have fallen as 
well. Interestingly, fawn survival in 
the past three years has escalated, 
to 31 per 100 does in 1997. 

So why has there been such pres- 
sure to gun down coyotes? Again, 
we can only surmise that it is poli- 
tics. Refuge staff have expressed 
worry over their assessment that the 
average herd age is about 8 years, 
and feels that the average should be 
younger to avoid possibility of a 
serious population crash during 
hard times. However, pronghorn 
biologists have pointed out that 
herd numbers have shown tremen- 
dous cyclical flexibility in their 
numbers. They seem to be able to 
build herd numbers in a relatively 
short time. 



art pieces on this page by Lezle Williams 

What has not been studied is 
the carrying capacity of the refuge. 
Managers don't know the optimum 
number of pronghorn that the 
refuge could support. 

WDR joined Predator Defense 
Institute and Oregon Natural 
Desert Association, the two orga- 
nizations leading a lawsuit against 
the gunning of coyotes on the 
refuge, to cancel the planned 
shooting set for the end of January 
1998. Refuge managers wanted to 
augment pronghorn numbers so 
that they would be more visible to 
the visiting public. 

Once again, the refuge has 
dropped its plans to gun coyotes 
(this time by using ground shoot- 
ing instead of aerial gunning) and 
opted for more studies. We'll be 
keeping an eye on future plans and 
refuge trends. 




Wildlife Damage Review 7 



Gray Wolves, North and South 



Eleven Mexican Gray Wolves were released from their 
acclimation pens on March 30, 1998. The three packs 
were separated by at least 50 miles and released into a 
relatively roadless area of the Blue Range/Gila Wilderness 
on the Arizona/New Mexico border. It took about three 
weeks to discover that these wolves, raised in pens since 
their removal from the wild in 1978, have learned to 
hunt on their own. A scat analysis showed that they are 
catching rodents, even without the hands-on training 
that a normal upbringing would provide. Three weeks 
after their release, the largest pack (five animals) took 
down an old female elk. What a cause for celebration! 

But on April 28, the male of a pair released near 
Turkey Creek was shot by a camper only a mile and a half 
from the release site. Although details have not yet been 
released, this incident appears to be a case of negligence 
by management. After the wolves were released, the area 
was once again opened to camping and hunting, despite 
the fact that these wolves should have been given time to 
acclimate to their new territory and learn how to hunt. 
Instead, it seems that they were lured to numerous camp- 
sites by food and garbage being tossed out at the edge of 
camping areas; baiting wolves into close human contact. 

The inevitable happened, yet no citations have been 
issued and no area closures instated. We may never know 
the truth of what happened, but WDR has done a FOIA 
to try and find out, as the investigation is now closed. 
There were no uniformed field personnel out there to be 
a watchful presence in the area. In fact, once the wolves 
were released, little was done to insure their successful 
transition. They were left on their own to deal with the 
usual prejudices. The lone female was subsequently recap- 
tured and had pups just days later in captivity again. 

Make you angry? Here's more news from the north. 

A female alpha wolf in Montana was killed by federal 
agents (ADC) using an airplane and helicopter to track 
her radio collar! That left her mate and pups to fend for 
themselves. Officials hope that their message got through 
to the wolves: stick with wild game, not livestock. 

And in Minnesota, snowmobilers ran down a wolf 
pack and clubbed them to death last December. The 
same scenario took place the previous winter in the same 
area. There are other incidents of similar occurrences. 

Let Bruce Babbitt, Secretary of Interior (and boss of 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, who is supposed to be 



protecting our wolves) hear from you. Don't forget to 
cc: your Congress person: 

Bruce Babbitt 
USDI/1849 C st. NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
(202) 208-7351, fax -4694 
Interior hotline to report fraud & abuse- 1-800-424-5081 

In Alaska, the State Game Board condones "satura- 
tion snaring", using dozens of wire snares in an area to 
capture the whole pack (along with any other wildlife 
that happens by). This technique has racked up a 40% 
nontarget kill rate by the "professionals" in Alaska. 
Another sinister way that the board is using to control 
wolf populations is the use of sterilization. This will 
probably devastate the population genetics in the area 
where it is used, not to mention the effect it will have 
on pack structure. 

Alaska wildlife officials need to go back to school. 
Let them hear from you (also copy your Congress per- 
son and Alaska Gov. Tony Knowles): 

AK Dept. of Fish & Game 
Boards Support Section 

FOB 25526 
uneau, AK 99802-5526 
fax (907) 465-6094 or dianac@fishgame.state.ak.us 

Governor Tony Knowles 

FOB 110001 
uneau, AK 99811-0001 
fax (907) 465-3532 or governor@gov.state.ak.us 




by Jenell Oren 
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Utah Tests Hunter and Trapper Muscle 



Utah's legislature has joined with the hunting lobby 
to create SJR 10, a Senate Joint Resolution which 
amends Utah's constitution to require any ballot initia- 
tive dealing with "the taking of wildlife, or the season 
for, or method of taking" to receive a super-majority of 
2/3 of the votes cast in the legislature before it becomes 
law. This has passed Utah's House and Senate and will 
become law if passed by the Utah voters in the 
November election. Then it may be coming to YOUR 
state. 

Utah is the test case in this effort to put a stop to 
the numerous ballot measures challenging "traditional 
wildlife management", such as bear-baiting, hunting 
bear and cougar with hounds, spring bear hunts, use of 
traps and snares, etc. If passed, it will have grave impli- 
cations for the future of wildlife and people concerned 
with challenging traditional wildlife management. 

"The hunting community has stooped to a new low 
by showing its willingness to use state constitutions to 
discriminate against certain interest groups and voters 
concerned about wildlife issues. SJR 10 and other 
amendments like it pose a serious challenge to the U.S. 
Constitution's 14th amendment guarantee of 'equal 
protection' under the law," according to Kirk Robinson 
of Utah's Predator Education Fund in Salt Lake City. 



Hunting organizations from around the nation are 
pouring in money for lobbying efforts to push this over 
onto Utah voters. 

We all need to help defeat this legislative bullying. 
A coalition has formed to fight for voting rights of the 
populace. Send contributions and support to: 
Utah Voting Rights Coalition 
POB 112246 
Salt Lake City, UT 84147 

This is a perfect example of why we need to chal- 
lenge how state wildlife agencies are currently funded. 
Hunters and fisher-people have traditionally held deci- 
sion-making powers with state wildlife agencies 
because the funding mechanisms are designed so that 
taxes on sporting goods (guns, bullets, hunting and 
fishing gear)come back around to the state agencies to 
manage huntable populations of wildlife. 

Until we move to break this strangle-hold, our 
native wildlife will be managed specifically for hunting 
and trapping opportunities instead of for a bottom line 
of maintaining a full, healthy ecosystem (ie. predators 
are usually still considered "bad"). Wildlife is everyones 
responsibility. Therefore, every person in every state 
should be paying for conserving and protecting native 
biological diversity and habitat health. 



Animal Protection of New Mexico files suit to stop ADC lion kills 



After months of preparation, Animal Protection of 
New Mexico (APNM) filed suit on May 6 to halt 
cougar killing in New Mexico by ADC and its cooper- 
ators, the Forest Service & Bureau of Land 
Management. Until they have complied with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) which 
specifies that the acting agency do an environmental 
analysis and go through a public process, APNM 
(joined by Defenders of Wildlife) wants the killing 
stopped. 

The prestigious Hornocker Wildlife Institute recent- 
ly completed a ten year study of cougars in New 
Mexico's San Andres Mountains which was commis- 
sioned by New Mexico Game & Fish Department. 
Ken Logan, the wildlife biologist who did the study 
made it clear that little is known of cougar populations 
in the state. His professional estimate was that there 
may be 1500. 



But last Fall, the Game & Fish Commission voted 
to double the permits issued to hunt cougars. APNM 
has a pending lawsuit over this decision as well, as it is 
based on no data. It was an arbitrary decision made to 
increase deer and bighorn sheep numbers by killing 
more cougars. There is no science to back such a deci- 
sion. 

As with Game & Fish decision-making, ADC has 
also "guessed" that there will be no effect to cougars 
from their depredation killing. Over a recent 10-year 
period, 124 cougars were killed in Game Management 
Unit 30, a quarter of those by ADC. GMU-30 is locat- 
ed in the Guadalupe Mountains in New Mexico's SW 
corner. That cougar-killing program has cost taxpayers 
over $442,000. 

Just maybe, sheep don't belong in cougar 
country.... For more information, contact APNM at 
(505) 265-2322. 
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Contest Killing: Epitome oe Predator Prejudice 



The first weekend in February of 
this year, an event called "Predator 
Hunt Extreme '98" was scheduled 
to take place in Arizona. The 
sponsors offered a $10,000 prize to 
the winning team who racked up 
the most points for killing lions, 
bobcats, coyotes and foxes. Killing 
females earned the 2 -person teams 
more points. Fortunately, the hunt 
was cancelled due to the tremen- 
dous public outcry. 

This "hunt" is one of 
many taking place all over 
the west. Arizona Game & 
Fish was inundated with 
calls from hundreds of peo- 
ple opposed to such con- 
tests; members of the 
hunting community con- 
cerned with the ethics of 
such killing also voiced 
opposition. The contest 
was not illegal; simply 
immoral and wasteful. 



April meeting, the Commission 
voted to pursue wording on a rule- 
making. The actual language will 
probably not be voted on for sever- 
al months yet, allowing the public's 
participation. 

Only about a month after the 
Predator Hunt Exteme was can- 
celed, another "varmint" hunt 
sprang up (this was the third year 
for this one), sponsored by a cen- 
tral Arizona outdoor sporting goods 



The club felt that the antelope 
needed help when the Game & 
Fish decided to back off of their 
aerial gunning program in 1990. 
Quoting one of the organizers from 
an article in the Kingman paper, 
"... when 1 think about the way 
they (coyotes) prey on the helpless 
antelope and mule deer fawns, I 
have no qualms about going out 
and trying to remove a few each 
year." 
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by J.C. Amberlyn 



The contest was cancelled 
because the organizers were asked 
to cancel it by members of the 
Arizona Game &. Fish 
Commission. But a loose coalition 
was already formed to force the 
Commission to deal with this con- 
tentious issue. The Animal Legal 
Defense Fund (ALDF) and Arizona 
League of Animals (ADLA) took 
on the task of writing a rule-mak- 
ing petition to the Commission, 
the rule-making body of the 
Arizona Game & Fish Department, 
to eliminate contest kills ("hunts" 
is a misnomer). At this time there 
are nine organizations signed on to 
the petition, including WDR. 

The Arizona Wildlife 
Conservation Advisory Council 
(advisory to the Commission) also 
asked for a rule-making, and at the 



store owner. The organizer main- 
tained that the coyote population 
had exploded since the passage of 
Arizona's anti-trapping initiative in 
1994, but a spokesperson for the 
G&lF explained in a newspaper 
article that there is no evidence to 
support that. As in the "Predator 
Hunt Exteme," the prize winners 
were subject to a polygraph test, 
presumably to catch cheaters. More 
complaints rolled in to Game &. 
Fish and this contest was also can- 
celled. 

Yet another contest came to 

light a couple of weeks later this 

one out of Kingman. The local 
Mojave Sportsman Club has spon- 
sored the "Antelope Eaters" hunt 
for the last 8 years. The idea was to 
target coyotes before pronghorn 
antelope fawning season, as coyotes 
are the main predator of the fawns. 



Never mind that his 
killing contests do not 
solve the perceived "prob- 
lem" of predation on ante- 
lope and deer fawns. Such 
contests may even exacer- 
bate it I By targeting coyote 
populations in an area, 
coyotes rebound with high- 
er litter numbers and breed 
at an earlier age, thus mak- 
ing more coyotes, accord- 
ing to biologists. Habitat is 
the key. If there is sufficient cover 
and nutrition, and Pronghorn are 
allowed to roam unhindered by 
fencing and habitat fragmentation, 
the herds will undoubtedly remain 
viable. 

The next upcoming hunt in 
Arizona that we are aware of is 
called "Predator Hunt Spectacular." 
This one is to save the mule deer! 
It is scheduled for July 12 & 13 on 
the Kaibab Plateau/Arizona strip 
area, and is sponsored yearly by the 
Arizona Mule Deer Association. 
The calendar of events in their 
newsletter asks members to "Come 
help wipe out coyotes", illustrating 
nicely the organizers' intentions. 

These body count "hunts" take 
place all over the west. They are 
inspired by a mentality which val- 
ues only "game" animals and 
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detests the predators that are every bit as important 
to a healthy, functioning system. These contests are 
taking wildlife management away from traditional 
managers, the state wildlife agencies, yet these agen- 
cies are not condemning them as such. In most cases, 
neither are they outwatdly supporting them, an indi- 
cator of the controversy even within the hunting 
community. 

We can make these a real public issue by taking 
the time to publicize them when learning of such 
things. Notify public lands managers about such 
hunts. The Bureau of Land Management and Forest 
Service both require special use permits (these cost 
money, require insurance bonds, and provide govern- 
ment scrutiny) in order to have organized or compet- 
itive events on public lands. You can also check your 
state and local regulations regarding such contests in 
your area. Write letters to the editor to stir things up. 
Try to work with your state wildlife agency to con- 
demn and outlaw them. 

WILDLIFE BOUNTIES AREN'T DEAD YET 



What kind of attitude drives the estab- 
lishmenf c< bounties on predators? It's an 
attitude based on ^norance of predators 
and mar necessary role in a healthy 
ecosystem, and greed. State wildlife man- 
agement agencies don't help when preda- 
tors are not given any legal protection 
and can be killed or hunted any time of 
the year and in any manner. 

Several states still have bounties which 
are often instigated by county-run preda- 
tor control boards that pay monetary 
rewards for turning in dead predators, or 
specific parts of them. 




other species killed by the program there, including a 
Pronghorn Antelope killed in a leghold trap. 

One chapter of the Oregon Hunters Association 
reported that their members have collected $50,000 
worth of coyote ears at the $10/pair rate that was in place 
last year. But the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (ODFW) numbers don't seem to match up with 
the harvest reported. Since boosting the bounty to 
$100/coyote in mid-March of this year, over 285 coyotes 
were collected on in a month totalling $28,500. Human 
nature is such that coyotes killed in other areas will be 
brought to Douglas to collect payments that we hope will 
soon bankrupt this corrupt program. Predator Defense 
Institute in Eugene is rounding up allies to fight this 
dippy program. 

There is also an effort in Boulder, Colorado working to 
eliminate the long-standing state's bounty on wolves and 
coyotes. It is set at $2/pelt, but obviously violates the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) as it stands. Sinapu, a 
nonprofit organization formed to bring wolves back into 
the state, has hired two attorneys and is working with a 
state Senator to move legislation that would rid 
the state of the archaic system. 

Other western states try, from time to time, to 
reinstate similar bounty programs for predators, 
particularly coyotes. When reintroduction of 
wolves into Yellowstone looked imminent, the 
state of Wyoming tried to pass legislation offering 
not only a bounty for killing wandering wolves, 
but also legal defense against federal charges 
resulting from such kills! This was a direct offen- 
sive against the ESA and the feds who are sup- 
posed to be enforcing it. 



One example is the $100 bounty on 
coyotes tecently instated by Oregon's 
Douglas County. Ironically, Oregon's 
ADC state Director, Dave Williams, stated in an arti 
cle from The Oregonian in March that "blanket coy- 
ote-kill programs, such as Douglas County's bounty, 
are wasteful mistakes". He reiterated that they have 
"been proven to be nearly worthless at reducing live- 
stock losses." Yet the Oregon ADC program killed 
6,593 coyotes last year at a cost of $1.6 million; say- 
ing that coyotes cost the state's sheep industry more 
than $235,000! They don't mention the list of 35 



T-shirts advertised in Varmint 
Masters Magazine. The small 
print says "Our Motto: Shoot, 
Shovel, Shut Up" 



Find out if your state has a bounty and expose 
it. Get a coalition of local organizations to help 
with the effort to overturn such ignorant prac- 
tices. 



It's Ag. Appropriations time again. . . 

Congress is now in the throes of appropriating $$ for 
programs within the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
which includes the ADC program. A loose coalition of 
organizations is recommending a $10 million cut, specifi- 
cally targeting ADC's lethal western livestock protection 
efforts. WRITE NOW or CALL your Congressional 
representatives in the House and Senate re-enforcing 
this soon-to-be-introduced amendment. 
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POB 85218, Tucson, AZ 85754 
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Review^ mission is to bring muctvneeded public scrutiny to the federal Animal Damage 
(ADC) administered under the U.S. Department of Agriculture. This tax payer supported 
le official by Congress in 1931 in order to "eradicate, suppress and control" wildlife species 
^cultural interests. Driven bv predator prejudice, ADC is out of step with the times and 
I and unaccountable in its processes and responsibilities. Due to ADC's absolute reluc- 
iirection toward a program which provides nonlethal services to correct bad animal hus- 
, WDR's goal is to abolish this secretive program and the mentality behind it— a "predator 
ich fuels the use of traps, snares, aerial gunning and poisons on America's wildlife. 



WANT TO KNOW MORE ABOUT 

ADC? 

Here are some things that can help. 
All prices include postage. 
"Waste, Fraud and Abuse in the U.S. 
Animal Damage Control Program "-$5 

"Audit of the USDA Animal Damage 
Control Program"--$5 

"Investigating J.F.K. International 
Airport Gull Hazard Reduction 
'rogram"— $5 

"War on Wildlife", an hour-long audio 
CD; interviews about ADC-free to 
WDR members. 

"City Slicker's Guide to Welfare 
Ranching in New Mexico" by Pat 

Wolff--$5, or download from the inter- 
net at: 

http://members.aol.com/cowboymyth 



Bumpersticker--$1 each 



SOURCES OTHER THAN WDR 

For those involved in the reautho- 
rization of the Endangered Species 
Act— a special PEER report (Public 

mployees for Environmental Ethics) 
entitled, "War of Attrition: 
Sabotage of the Endangered Species 
Act by the U.S. Department of 
nterior". Call PEER for a copy: 
.02) 265-7337, or send an email: 
mfo@peer.org 

"Trapping on National Wildlife 
Refuges" by Camilla Fox. For a copy 
of the report call API (Animal 

rotection Institute, in Sacramento) 
at: 1-800-348-7387. 

_ ; or an up-to-date 5 page compila- 
tion of facts about the bison con- 
flict (and lots more reasons to boy- 
cott beef & bison) assembled by 
Virginia Ravndal of Gardiner 
Montana, just call us and leave 
your address. We'll mail a copy to 
you. 



WDR SEEKS NAMES FOR 
REGISTRY OF RESPONSIBLE 
RANCHERS & FARMERS 

We're looking for responsible peo 
pie who do not allow government- 
iponsored wildlife killing on their 
ranches and farms. People have a 
right to protect their property, how 
ever, many ranchers and farmers 
realize that wildlife does not impact 
a well-run operation. The few losses 
incurred are the cost of doing such 
business (where your "investments" 
are acting as bait to wildlife). 

Ranchers and farmers who want 
their names added to the registry 
must attest in writing that they are 
not a party to an agreement with 
ADC or any government- sponsorec 
wildlife killing program. The other 
stipulation is that the use of traps, 
snares, denning, poisons, and aeria 
gunning would not be acceptable, 
you're interested, contact WDR. 
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